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Energy-Efficient Relaying over Multiple Slots
with Causal CSI
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Abstract—In many communication scenarios, such as in cel- R R PR
lular systems, the energy cost is substantial and should be /pS,: \
conserved, yet there is a growing need to support many real- S—— » D S—’pi D
time applications that require timely data delivery. To model Slotk Phase 1 Sick Phase 2

such a scenario, in this paper we consider the problem of

minimizing the expected sum energy of delivering a message _. .
. . L : Fig. 1. A two-phase decode-and-forward protocol congstof £ =

gfeae(l:lliilgecr(])nssltzrgirgog r:la;oil;r(;:)?e;gn?aggsct;lf;]r?tzliosgisstu:fjtz?tt htaos a 1,---, K slots. In Phase 1, source transmits with pop%land relay decodes.

: i . In Phase 2, d relay t it with dp3, tively.

decoded the message. Causal channel state information (GSI n Phase 2, source and relay transmit with pofrand pj, respectively

in the form of present and past SNRs of all links, is available

for determining the optimal power allocation for the source and _ . . _

relay. We obtain the optimal power allocation policy by dynamic Advanced relaying techniques, especially cooperatiayrel

programming and explore its structure. We also obtain condiions  jng where the source and relay transmit jointly, have been
for which the minimum expected sum energy is bounded given ¢i,5wn to increase the achievable réfe [6], reduce the error

a general channel distribution. In particular, we show that for . o .
Rayleigh and Rician fading channels, relaying is necessaiffgr the probability [7], or minimize energy [8]=[14]. The results i

minimum expected sum energy to be bounded. This illustratetie  [6]-[10] correspond to the single-slot system whéfe= 1. In
fundamental advantage of relaying from the perspective ofeergy  [11]-[14], energy minimization was performed over mukipl

efficient communications when only causal CSI is available. gjots, allowing further gains to be achieved by optimizingo
Numerical results are obtained which show the reduction in lhe multiple slots. In [I1], [I2], close-to-optimal schemesreve
expected sum energy under different communication scenavs. . . .
obtained subject to a long-term average delay constraint, b
Index Terms—energy-efficient wireless communications, re- this can lead to a large delay for some message bit$. In [13],
laying, deadline, mutual information accumulation, dynamc o oniimal scheduler was obtained with the assumption that
programming. . . .
previously received packets were not used for joint decod-
ing. Recently in[[14], we considered the problem of energy
minimization subject to a deadline, assuming causal CSI is
A. Background available based on a decode-and-forward relaying scheme [6
In delay-sensitive applications, such as multimedia strea\WWe have consideredhtra-slot relaying, whereevery slot is
ing, information is considered to be useful only if it isdivided into Phase 1 when the relay listens and Phase 2 when
delivered within a deadline. This communication scenasio the relay can transmit. Although the power allocation ared th
modeled in[[1][3] as slotted transmissions witkadling i.e., phase durations were optimized jointly over all slots, ¢len
a fixed number of bits are to be delivered ovér> 1 slots coding and decoding was performed independently for each
by a sources to a destinatiorD. Prior to every transmission, slot, i.e., earlier received packets were not used for géaod-
causal channel state informatiqq€Sl), consisting of only the ing by the receivers. If all received packets are insteaatljoi
past and present slots (but not of future slots), is assumbd t decoded by all receivers, as In [15]-[17], then we can realiz
known toS. The problem of minimizing the sum transmissiomutual-information accumulatioMIA). MIA increases the
energy, by allocating energy dynamically ovkr slots, was achievable rate and conversely saves transmission power fo
first formulated as a finite-horizon dynamic program [ih [1]a given transmission rate. The effect of MIA is similar to the
The problem was then specialized to the case where tige of an ARQ scheme that employs incremental redundancy
energy-bit relationship is governed by the AWGN channgia retransmissions [18], except that retransmissionsnare
capacity formula in[[2]. For such problems with availalgilif ~deliberate and botR andD perform decoding. In these works
only causal CSl, analytical closed-form solutions aredgfly [15]-[17], full CSI, consisting of the past, present and future
not available [[1], [[2]. The optimality of some schedulingghannel states, is assumed to be available for rate and power
policies was proved in some asymptotic regimes[in [3]. lallocation. Full CSI, however, may not be available in picect
other related works, different deadlines were consideoed f
packets that arrived separately in timé [4], while a cordim+ B. Problem
time framework was considered in| [5]. '

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider a slotted system where a relay
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the literature, we consider: (i) only causal CSl is avaafoir slot 1 slot 2 slot 3
power (and hence also rate) allocation, {ijer-slot relaying S ‘ x5 (w) ‘ ‘ x3(w) ‘ ‘ x3 (w) ‘
i.e., the transition from Phase 1 to Phase 2 occurs only &t sl S S S
boundaries, and (iii) MIA, i.e., botR andD use all received Power at source 1 P2 b3
packets for joint decoding. The motivation of using causal R ‘ xR () ‘ ‘ xR (D) ‘
CSIl and inter-slot relaying is that it is readily implemedhia
practice, while the motivation of using MIA is to reduce the
transmission energy by the use of advanced coding tech®iqugy 2 protocol fork = 3, assuming the relay decodes the messages
We seek to minimize the expected sum energy, by choosiagn slot K = 1.
the transmission power of each node dynamically slot by slot

Power at relay  pR =0 PR s

C. Contributions slot consists ofn channel uses over time. Thus, the effective
Solving the problem in closed-form is challenging, as thtéansmlssmn rate Isfer = B/K.nats Per channel use.
. o . Each node has one antenna and is subject to the half-duplex
causality of the CSI implies that the present power allecati constraint

probabilistically affects the future slots, and the use dAM
creates a further dependence of the power allocation over .
time. Nevertheless, we obtain the optimal power aIIocatidAh' Coding Scheme
policy by dynamic programming, and explore the structural The sourceS uses independent Gaussian codebooks for
and analytical properties to provide interesting fundammeneach slotk. For every messagéV e {1,---,¢""}, a
insights. Our specific contributions are as follows. codewordx; (W) of lengthn is generated a$ according to
. We formulate our problem using a system-level stafeN'(0.,1,), which denotes the independent and identically
diagram that depends on whether the relay is active, i.gistributed (i.i.d.) complex-valued zero-mean unit-gade
if the system is in Phase 1 or 2 as shown in Fig. 1. ThigVariate Gaussian probability density function (PDF). The
allows us to obtain the optimal power allocation policyelay independently generates its codebook, with codesvord
via dynamic programming. {xk(W)}, similarly.
o We obtain conditions for which the minimum expected
sum energy is bounded given the channel distribution. B Relaying Protocol
particular, we show that for Rayleigh and Rician fading We divide the relaying protocol into two phases, as shown
channels, relaying isecessaryor the minimum expected in Fig.[1. We employ a decode-and-forward relaying scheme
sum energy to be bounded, i.e., without relaying, thghere each receiveR(or D) can accumulate mutual informa-
expected sum energy is unbounded even with an optimign over slots. An example of the power allocation for= 3
power allocation. This points to the fundamental advasiots is shown in Fig2.
tage of relaying from the perspective of energy efficient We assume the wireless communication scenario where the
communications when only causal CSl is available. link SNR is constant in each slot, denoted by the positive
 Closed-form results are obtained for specific cases $ealary, while the channel phases may vary ovechannel
reveal interesting insights. In particular, our problem afises in each slot, denoted by the lengthectord. This as-
power allocation is related to the problem of deciding aumption is reasonable in practice as communication sygstem
which slot the relay should be activated (by making there typically designed such that, over a packet or slot durat
relay decode the message). Hor= 2 slots, this problem the SNR is constant, while the channel phases may change
is solved by minimizing a piecewise convex objectivgubstantially due to, for example, unavoidable offsetshia t
function. carrier frequencies.
« Numerical results are obtained for different scenarios toIn general, for anyY-to-X link in slot &, let 1% > 0
show the potential energy savings, suggesting that m@gf the channel SNR and 1@)* be a diagonal matrix of
of the savings are recovered willi = 2. We propose the n channel phase§)*. Every receiverX has knowledge
a heuristic policy with provably bounded expected sumf both v/* and 6)%, such as via appropriate training with
energy; for K = 2, it performs close to the optimal preambles sent in the packet header. Since the link SNRs, but
scheme for small rates. not their phases, change very slowly in our assumption, in
This paper is organized as follows. First, Secfidn Il givesractice the SNRs can be fed back in time by the receivers.
the system model and formulates the problem of minimizirtgence, we assume that every transmittehas knowledge of
the expected sum energy. Sectibn Il solves this problem{* but not6)*. This knowledge is used for power allocation
and analyzes properties of the optimal solution. Sedfidn M Section1I-C.
obtains general conditions for which the expected sum gnerg 1) Phase 1:Consider Phase 1, before the relay has decoded
is bounded. Numerical results and comparisons are giventire messagdl. The source transmits the codeword with
Section V. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper. transmission poweps. The codeword is then received at
nodeX € {R, D}, which denotes the relay or the destination
Il. SYSTEM MODEL respectively, as

A sourceS delivers a messagé’ of nB nats overK € Z*
X /S ~SX @SX
PR Bk X

slots to a destinatioD with the help of a relayR. Each Vi = P+ Vi (1)



Wherevﬁ ~ CN(0,,1,) is the additive white Gaussian noisedelivering B nats per channel use i’ slots based on the
(AWGN). Using all past received packefg®,i = 1,--- .k} described relaying protocol. We assume an initial GSlis
for joint typical decoding, the relay reliably decodes naggs (arbitrarily) given. Mathematically, the optimizationginlem

W if [L9] is given by ProblemP0:
k K
S 13 > 5 @ aig 2|3t 4ot )
i=1 T k=1
where I(x) £ log(1 + ) is the mutual information function ~ , . - s SR
for point-to-point Gaussian channels with received SNR 0~ S0 f =argmin 1 <k < K Z;I(pi %) =B (6b)

andlog is the natural logarithm. We note that:) is a strictly = «
increasing concave function. Thus, the mutual information s sD s sp R RD

accumulates over slots until it reaches or exceBdsupon Zl(p/ﬂk )+ Z I(piaR” +peve ) =2 B (6c)
which the relay reliably decodés’. k=1 k=K+1

~ 2) Phase 2:We denotek” as the earliest possible slotywherel() is the expectation over all random variables (condi-
index such that[{2) holds, where < K < K —1; if toned on the initial CSk,). The inequalities in({8b) an@ (bc)

K > K, relaying is not possible and so Phase 2 is ngte due to[[2) and14), to ensure that the message is decoded
activated. Consider Phase 2 that runs from slet K +1to  py the relay and the destination at the endidfand K slots,

k = K, in which the relay can perform relaying. BdtrandR respectively.

transmit concurrently using their independent codebotks. In the next section, we shall solve ProbleRo for the
destination thus receives specific case where causal CSI is available.

D / SD _S / RD _R D
Yi = /PP ©7° x4 /iR ©F° x5 + v, 3

for K +1 < k < K. Since typically the channel phases can
change significantly, we assume the extreme case pifase
fading channe[6], i.e., each element iASP andORP is i.i.d.
with a uniform PDF ovelf0, 27). Using all received packets
{yP,k=1,---, K} for joint typical decoding, the destination
reliably decodes messag¥ if [6]

IIl. OPTIMAL POWERALLOCATION PoLICY

We first formulate Problen?0 equivalently as Problen®1
given causal CSl is available in Section 1-A. Then we define
a system-level state diagram in Sectlon 1]I-B, which solves
Problem P1 by dynamic programming in Sectign IIIC. We
provide further analysis in Sectign TID fak = 2 slots.

For convenience, we denote a collection of scalars or vector
K K with running subscripts as! = (xy, 241, -+ ,2;) Where
STIGRD) + Y. Im® +pfw®) = B, () k=max{1,4} if i <j andj > 1; otherwise, we let: = 0.

k=1 k=K+1

Remark 1:To obtain [4), we use independent codebooks at Equivalent Problem

S andR, and assume a ph_ase fading _channel. Alternat|vely,In this paper, we assume that at the start of eachisiotk.,
suppose we use an identical (Gaussian) codebook at both

nodes followed by a distributed space-time block Ebm causal CSl is avaﬂablg at all nodes, in terms of the present
Then, regardless of the PDF of the phases, the SNRs comb

and past link SNRsyF £ (1,72, , Y&)-
asp 2P +pRyRP in the second phase and so we obtain (4) to

éngefore we specialize to the causal CSI case, we make the
Hence our subsequent result applies equally for both cases?”owmg simplification in LemmdlL.

Lemma 1:Suppose that the CS|, is available in slott €
K. If the present link SNRgy;, is a deterministic function of
C. Problem Statement si for k € K, then there is no loss in optimality in solving
We consider a general problem formulation where for sigtroblemP0 if only the stronger nodei.e., eitherS or R with
ke K2 {1,2,---,K}, some CSls;, is available in some the larger (or the same) SNR @, transmits in each slot in
CSI spaceSy. Let p, = (p3,pR) be the power allocation Phase 2.
andv; = (7R, 77P,~1RP) be the link SNRs in slot. We Proof: See AppendifA. ]
denote gpower allocation policyr € IT as a mapping of the  The causal CSk;, explicitly includes the SNRy,. Thus,
CSl s, € S to the non-negative power allocatiqn, for all Lemma 1 trivially applies. This observation us to reduce the
k € K, wherell is the space of all feasible policies, i.e., number of power allocation variables, as follows. IB;E be
the additional amount of mutual information required Ryo
reliably decode the message in skot

Our problem is to find the optimal power allocation policy « If BR < 0 (i.e., slotk is in Phase 2), only the stronger
7* S0 as to minimize the expected sum energy, subject to node transmits. We denote the transmission power as
pr > 0, with the corresponding link SNR given by
1In conventional distributed space-time block codes, theguas fixed, but ak L maX(VIEDv VED)-

we shall optimize the power given causal CSI. We shall sulesstty show R . .. .S
that it is optimal that only one node transmits and so thermifact, no need o If Bk >0 ("e" slotk is in Phase 1)' we re'Wr'tﬁk as

to use a distributed space-time block code. pr With the SNR still asy;?P.

™ = {pr(sk) > 0,Vs; € Sp, k € K} (5)



Henceforth, there is only one scalar powegrto be optimized Phasel Phase2 PhaseT

for every slot, and the policy5) simplifies as

7= {pr(sk) > 0,Vsp € Sk, k € K}. (7) slot 1 0 B2<0
Thus ProblemP0 is equivalent to Problen®1, given by B2>0,B8>0 WQBESO
K
. slot 2
iy 2|l @) \
k=1
K
st Zf<pk (4 1(BE > 0) + 7 (BE < 0))) > B (8b) slot 3 Q
k=1
where1(-) is an indicator function that takes the value lof : : \:

if the condition in the argument is true andtherwise. Note : : . :
that via power allocation, we also implicitly determiié as \ \
defined in [(Bk).
slot K
B. State Diagram \\s
Similar to BR, let BP be the additional amount of mutual @

information required byD to reliably decode the message in

slot k. As k increases, bottBY and B? decrease or remain

ths Sam% as they receive more mutual mformajtlon' We_ assqu]ge3. All possible transitions of system stdte ¢y ) for slotk in Phasep,.

BT = By = K Reff, meaning that no mutual information isa ‘transition to (k + 1, T) that results in termination occurs BP < o0.

available for both nodes initially; it is easy to extend t@ thOtherwise, a transition tok + 1, 2) at Phase 2 occurs at the first occurrence
. N . . R

general case where each has some initial side informatiGhZx = 0

From [2) and[(¥), we have

BR_ { BR_; = I(pr—17781),  BR_, > 0 (Phase 1) (9a)  * SupposeB,, > 0 and the slotk > 1 is in Phase 1.
k= R R . . R
By, By, <0 (Phase 2) The system staték, 1) transits to(k+ 1,2) if BR ; <0,
BD _ BP | —I(pr—17:P,), BR_ >0 (Phase 1) 9b as the relay has reliably decoded the message after slot
B]EL1 — I(pr—17k-1), B,?,l < 0 (Phase 2) (9b) k; otherwise the system state transits(to+ 1,1) and

P =
for k > 2. We note that[{3a) reflects that the relay does not remains in Phase 1.

-~ . o elay SupposeBP, | > 0 and the slot > 1 is in Phase 2. The
accumulate mutual information in Phase 2 as it has decoded svstem statgk 2) always transits tdk-+1,2) as it stays
the message, whilé_(Pb) reflects that if the relay can start to y ’ Y ’ y

perform relaying in Phase 2, then the equivalent SNR is given in Phase 2. _
by J._1 instead ofy>° Remark 2:The state diagram, and hence the subsequent
- k—1*

Besidesyf, let b, = (BR, BP) also be available as causa ehs.”'FS’ dapplybals(,jo to the. castﬁ V\i.hir%no Fie]!ay|ngt3h|s perfdrme
CSI; there is no loss of generality, sinbg can be calculated is is done by decreasing the link SNRR" from the source

from the past power allocation based on the given poticy to relay to zero, in which case Phase 2 will never occur.
Thus, the causal CSI for sldt is
C. Dynamic Programming

k
sk = (71, bk) € Sk 10 rpe jink SNRs~X are treated in general as random vari-
whereS;, is the corresponding causal CSI space such+fiat ables with PDFf,hK(-). We treatp;, ands; also as random
andby are non-negative. This definition of the (extended) CShriables, since they depend implicitly on the link SNRs via
is useful for us to define the state diagram next. the policy .

We introduce the termination phasgeto indicate that3P < Theorem[1l solves Problen?1. We use the Bellman’s
0, i.e., D has decoded the message. Consider afskot in  principle of optimality [20], in which the optimal policy
Phasep;, € {1,2, T}. We refer to(k, ¢ ) as thesystem state can be obtained by recursively solving a set of so-called
and the corresponding causal Gl as its state vallfe The Bellman’s equation (viz[{31)) with the same problem stiuet
transitions of the system states occur as follows, seelFig. Jviz. a minimization in [[1Ib)). It is convenient and intuii

« Suppose slot: = 1. The slot must be in Phase 1, hencthat the indexing of Bellman’s equation if_{11) is two-

the system stated, 2) and (1, T) are empty. dimensional over(k, ¢;,), which follows naturally from the
o SupposeBp,, < 0. The system staték, ¢;) transits to two-dimensional state diagram in F[d. 3. In contrast, ifrthe
(k+1,T) and the transmission ends. is no relaying, the indexing is one-dimensioridl [2], [3].

We denote the inverse of the mutual information function
2The state value should be denotedsas;, to reflect its full dependence. g I’l(x) A exp(z) — 1,2 >0
,x > 0.

We maintain the notatios;, for notational convenience, and also because the Th 1:Gi | CSk ot 1. th -
state values; containsB,’? and BP which completely determine the phase eorem Lilven causa 1 at slot 1, the minimum

G- expected sum energy in Problefl is given by .Jj 1(s1),



which is computed recursively for decreasihg= K, K — only with respect to the most recent past link SNRs, see e.g.,

1,---,1, as follows: [22], [23]. If m = 0, this corresponds to the case of i.i.d. link
SNRs.
TK.or(8K) = oot <o ¥ Theorem 2:Assume an mth-order Markovian channel
_rlK;;_ where the PDF of the link SNRs is given bz 112). To
%, oK = 1; achieve the minimum expected sum energy in Problem
=\ i =2 (118) he Bellman equationg_(T1aJ, (11c) hold while_{lL1b) can be
=) ik 0 O [’ ( ) | solved equivalently as
Ji,or (Sk) = min py +Eg, Jh+1,6111 (Sk+1)| Pk, Sk,
T s Jia (1) = min{ i 12(s8), T (1)} (13a)
for k € K\K, ¢, € {1,2}, (11b) X YRy
J = i —— + J(R 13b
Je+1.7(sK) =0, for k € K. (11c) k11 (Sk) ong<£i?R;h,Bg} 43D +J'(R)  (13b)
An optimal policy 7* that achieves/, (1) is given by the a . I~ '(Ry) TR (136
power Ellocationp;(sk) that solves[(I1a) and(1l1b) for all k1-2(se) min{R;h,glgl?ngng 2P + IR (130)
possiblg system statesk, ¢ ) and state valuesy. ) I-Y(Ry)
Proof: See AppendikB. n Jr2(sk) = min ———=+ J"(Ry) (13d)

.. . 0<R,<B} Tk
From Theoren{]l, the minimum expected sum energy is e

given by J; 1 (s1) that is computed by the Bellman’s equatiovhere for a givers,, we denote
@, _vvhlle the power aIIocatllon*that solves the_ Bellman SJ’(Rk) -E ( (Rk)aRk))Wlﬁ_mH]
equation form the optimal policy*. In (11B), the first term X

pr is the energy used by the current slot, while the second (Bx) = By [Jer12(Ver1, b = (9(Bi), Bi)) [ Vi—m-1]
term is the expected energy accumulated by all future slo#&” (Rx) = Ev, . [Jit1,2(Vet1, br — (0, Rio))[7f_ s
k+1,---, K. Thus, besides minimizing the energy used by glz)=1 (I—l(xth/%ﬁD) x>0

the current slot, the optimal policy also accounts for thergn Rth— T (Ifl(BR) SD/ SR)

used in the future. b k) Ve Ve )

The complexity of solving the Bellman’s equation via  Proof: First, we prove[(13d). Suppose the system state is
dynamic programming is P-complete, i.e., as hard as afl,2). From Fig.[8, the system state can transi{to+ 1, 2)
problem with polynomial-time complexity, and so the sadati or (k+ 1, T). We make a one-to-one transformation from the
likely cannot be obtained by highly parallel algorithms][21 power variablep;, to the rate variable?;, = I(px7x), which
Hence, the (offline)computational complexityo obtain the represents the additional mutual information receivedhin
optimal power allocation policyr* is fairly high. However, slot k. The second term i (1lb) expands probabilistically to
the (online)implementation complexitgan be made low by two cases: the system state transitgkot 1,2) if 0 < Ry <
first storing7* in a lookup table, which contains the mapping3? and to(k + 1, T) if R, > BP. To optimally allocateR),
of all possible state values to the optimal power allocatiofor p), we minimizes over both cases. Thlis_(11b) becomes
During online operation, the table is then used to allocage tJj 2(sx) = min{Q’, Q"'} where
power for every slot given the system state and state vatue. | IY(Ry)
practice, the state values are first quantized before thmapt Q' = min -
policy is obtained and stored (as is done to obtain numerical ~ °<Fs»<B2 Tk
results in Sectiof V). The exact granularity of the quanitea ., . I (Ry)

. = mim ——-
depends on the tradeoff between the complexity/storageeof t R,>BY Yk

policy and the expected sum energy. B - . D
Next, Theorerfi2 reveals exactly haw leads to the optimal From [118),Jk+1.7(,-) = 0, thus itis optimal to lef?;, = B

transition from Phase 1 to Phase 2. For full generality, wh thg minimization problem to obta@”. To obtainc’, we
assume annth-order Markovian channel where the PDF ofr'mp“fy bii1 = b — (0, Ry) by using [9) for Phase.
the link SNRs factorize as he qnl_y _random variable remalplr)g in the expectation in
. :jhe mlglmlzagon prc:jblerrs t?hoblt/?@k IS Vi1, WhItCh'rElllyz)
_ epends ony;_,, ue to the Markovian property i .
P (41) = H Fre (V2 0)- (12) By the continkuityzlf both cases &, = BP, we obtain [I3H).
k=1 We sketch the proof fol (IBa), which is more tedious but
If m = K, this corresponds to the most general case wheftdlows similarly as before. Suppose the system staté.i$).
the PDF of the link SNRs is arbitrary and thus need n®trom Fig[3, the system state can transitie-1, 1), (k+1, 2)
be Markovian. If m = 1, this corresponds to the first-or (k + 1,T). We make a one-to-one transformation frem
order Markovian channel, which is widely considered in the R;, = I(p;7;:P). If R < Rih = I (I71(BR)y;3P/+:R) and
literature to reflect the dependence of the present link SNRs < BP, the system state transits {& + 1,1); otherwise
1o red _ S on y et the system state transits b+ 1,2) or (k+1, T). Following
0 reduce computations, we need only consider a state uélit is imi
relevant to its system staté;, ¢y ). For example, if¢, = 2, i.e., the system SITI:I'[?,IritiS\/t;I)D/,S’];\;e Ee%?ejgiigﬁs) r?eru]:Ig?rz];ormation r:ade

is in Phase 2, therBIFj (related only to the relay) is no longer relevant to . ' ! h ) .
future states and can be ignored. available (via power allocation) to the destination in stot

vipr [TE+1,1(Ve+1, Pr — (g

+ Esypo [Jrt1,2(Ve+1, Bret1) [si]

+ B,y [Jor1,7 (Yt 1, brs1)|sk] -



R represents the mutual information thresholdRarbeyond of generality, however, we do not need to consid¥r— e
which the system transits from Phase 1 to Phase (1323, a possible candidate, since it cannot be optimal due to
Jr,1-1(s) and Jy 1,2(s) are the optimal sum energy fromge(B’) < ¢1(B’). It can be easily checked thah ;(s) is
slot % to slot K, assuming the present slot is in Phase 1, atldus given by[(I5) for the case of® > 7?R. Next, suppose
the next slot is in Phase 1 and Phase 2, respectively. Thg® < 49R, thus R™" < BP and B’ = R. Sinceg;(R) and
the minimization in[(I3a) is interpreted as a decision mgkiny2(R) are convex functions, it can be shown similarly that the
between remaining in Phase 1 or transiting to Phase 2. Optimal solutions forJ; ;_,1(s) and Jy 1_,2(s) are given by
the other hand, in((13d) the slot is already in Phase 2, thus;]*+ and[Rg]g,D, respectively. Thus/; 1 (s) is also given by
such a choice need not be made. Overall, we can interp@8) for the case ofi;° < 43R. This completes the proofm
the dynamic programming as determining the optimal mutualwe give an intuitive explanation of Corollafyl 1. Fifl 4
information or power to allocate, and hence also the optimgiots a typical graph of the objective functiogs and g, and

slot K where the transition occurs. indicates their respective local optimal solutioR$ and Rs,
Remark 3:To solve ProblemPl, it suffices to uses, = assumingy?® < ~$R and soB’ = R™. In general, we can

(Vi 7,’§:}n+1,bk) € S, as a more compact causal CSI, insteagikpress[(14) as

of the original causal CS[{10). This is because to compute

the Bellman equation in Theorelm 2, only the compact causal Jia(s)= min g(R) (16)
CSl, instead off{{1l0), is required for a@l= K,--- , 1. Hence, 0<R<BP

the smaller the Markovian ordem, the smaller the size

of the causal CSI state spack. If m is small, both the Where g(R) = gi(R)L(R < B') + g2(R)I(R > B').
computational complexity and implementation complexity ofhe objective functiong(R?) is piecewise convexas both

the optimal policy can thus be reduced significantly. 91() and go(-) are convex functions. To obtain the global
optimal solution, it is sufficient to check for the boundary

. and local optimal solutions separately in each region where
D. Closed-form Solution fof” = 2 Slots the convexity of the objective function holds, and then d®o

To gain further insight, we considek” = 2 slots which the global solution as the one that minimizgs). This check
gives a closed-form solution. gives [I5). For example, given the rate domaix R < B/,

Let [z]; equalsa,z or b, respectively, ifz < a,a < the local optimal solution i&¢ and the boundary solutions are
x < borz > b and let[z]* = max(0,x). Also, let ( andB’. As the objective functiom; is convex, the optimal
@ £ E [1/93°13°] and @2 £ Es, [1/32[71]. Clearly, solution R in this domain must then biRe] ™.

Py > Po. ] ] o In general for anyk, the minimization in Phase 1 is

Corollary 1: Consider Prot;lgnjzg W'gt‘) K=2 ang |n|[t)|al performed over a piecewise non-linear function, so as taeec
CSls = (v,b) wherey = (17%,77°,7"), b = (B”, B”).  \yhether the system staté, 1) should transit to other states.
Then the minimum expected sum energy is given by For K = 2 slots, this decision can only be made in slgt

) ) . and moreover the objective function is a piecewise convex
J1(s) = min {0<II}%1<DBlg1(R), B po 92(3))} (14) " function, thus allowing a closed-form solution to be obéain

= min{g: (R}), g2(R5)}. (15) For K > 3 slots, however, the de_cisi_on can pe made at any
» slot k = 1,--- , K — 1 and the objective function may be a
Here,g:(R) £ L VS(DR) +®,I-1(BP°—-R),i = 1,2, corresponds piecewise non-convex function, thus a closed-form sofuiso

to the objective 'functions inC(IBb) anf (13c), respectiyelgifficult to obtain. Therefore fok > 3, we resort to numerical
Ry 2 [R3]* and Ry 2 [R3)Z) denote the correspond-methods in SectioRlV based on Theorgim 2. We note that the

ing optimal solutions, where3’ = min{R", BP}, R™" = problem with no relay is already hard to solve, see [2], [3].

I (I7Y(BP)y{P/+3R) and RS = (log(+:P®;) + BP)/2,i = Despite the difficulty in obtaining closed-form solutioms i

1,2. general, we answer the important question of whether the
Proof: Applying (I1a), [11k) and[{13) foik = 2, we optimal solution leads to bounded expected sum energy in

get.J; 1(s) = min{J1,12(s), J1,151(s)} whereJ, ;,1(s) = the next section for any.

min0§R<B/ g1 (R), lelﬂg (S) = minB/SRSBD g2 (R), which
proves [(I4). Next, we prové (IL5). For convenience, a typical

graph is shown in Fid.14. IV. CONDITIONS FORBOUNDED EXPECTED SUM ENERGY
Supposey;® > 43R, thus R™" > BP and B’ = BP. Then
trivially J; 12(s) = g2(BP). Now we considerJ; ;,1(s). In this section, we consider conditions for the minimum

Since I~!(-) is convex, g;(-) is a convex function. The expected sum energy to be bounded for a general channel
optimal rateR$ for the unconstrainedninimization ofg, (R) distribution. In particular, we show that the expected gper

is obtained by solving the equation formed by setting tHg unbounded in Rayleigh and Rician fading channels if
first derivative ofg;(R) to zero, which is given byR; = relaying is not used. For simplicity, we assume the link SNRs
(log(y$P®,) 4+ BP)/2. Since a feasible rate must satisfy);<,7;°,7r° are mutually independent and also independent
0 < R < BP, and becausg, (R) is convex, it follows that the over slotk, but follow the same class of channel distributions.
optimal solution that minimizeg, (R) is given byR} = [R?]|™ For exposure, we first assume the link SNRs follows the
or B' — ¢, wheree > 0 is infinitesimally small. Without loss truncated exponential PDF. Then we consider the general cas



form solutions (see Appendix|C)

- [ e

HBer) = B | —5 ]=¢>1I-1(Reﬁ) (19)
1

. 1 I~ (R}
To(Rer) = 2B |min { T8 1 0,171 (2Req - RY),
2 71
IR _ .
—%g[, 2) 4 By1 (2R - RQ)H (20)
where®;, ®,, R7 and Rj are defined in Section II[AD. Here
: R and henceforth, we assume the expectation is taken over all
' ﬂ; > random variables and drop the subscript of the expectapien o
0 RR R B erator. We simplify®,, @, for our specific channel distribution
to give (see Appendik]C)

Fig. 4. Typical graph of objective functiory(R). Here, g(R) =

g1(R)1(R < R™M) + go(R)I(R > R™) with the mutual information _ SD] __ SD )
threshold R*", while R? represents the local optimat for the objective ® =E [1/71 } =cE, (’Yt“”‘c/7 ) (21)
function g; (R). ~
o 02 =03 = 0 (15) + O (155
Y Y
—/%E 'Ytrunc (22)
A. Truncated Exponential Distribution ! 5 :

Consider theruncated exponential PDEiven by Here, Ei (z) = [~ exp(—t)/tdt is the exponential in-
tegral, 7 = HM(57P,5RP) is the harmonic mean of
~SD ~RD LA ) /5 SD

_ _ and ,and k = e . Also, ¢ =
Fy(137) = cexp(=/7) (17) I n <P (Yerunc/ ) /7

eXp(’Ytrunc/ﬁ/SD)/ﬁ/SDa RP = exp(%runc/ﬁRD)/ﬁRD are thec's

B . in (I7) corresponding to the respective links.

for v = 9uune @nd f,(y;7) = 0 otherwise. The param-  Consideryyu. — 0, i.€., all links approach Rayleigh-fading
eter unc > 0 is @ SNR truncation threshold, ant = channels. Theorelf 3 states that the minimum expected sum
exp(Yirunc/7)/7 is @ normalization constant. Asune — 0, energy (or the NMESE) is unbounded if there is no relaying
the tru.ncated exponentlgl PDF approaches t.he exponenigl any K > 1, which is an extremely pessimistic result,
PDF with average SNR, i.e., the channel amplitude followspt hecomes bounded if relaying is used. Note that relaying
a Rayleigh PDF. For convenience, we shall refertas the requiresk > 2.

average SNR in general, even though it equals the expettatioTheorem 3:Suppose that the SNRs for different links and

of v only if Ytrunc - 0. different slots are independent and each link follows the
We assume all link SNRs follow the truncated exponentigluncated exponential PDF. Then the following holds for the
PDF with the same SNR truncation threshelg,,. but with  NMESE:

possibly different corresponding average SNi8§, 550, 4R, (i) Without relaying, J™ ®®(Ref) — 00 assunc — 0 for
These distributions are considered in [2] where no relay is” -~ | K

present, with the restriction thafiu.. is strictly positive. (i) With relaying, Jx (Rer) is bounded asyunc — 0 for
However, in the literature it is typical to assume a Rayleigh ~ -~ o

fading channel for wireless communications, which corre- —
sponds tovyune = 0. As such, we also focus on the cas?_em

Whereirunc _>_O' _ i (i) For K = 1, the NMESE with and without relaying is
For comparing the performance for differekit we define e 'same. From{T1.9)7™ ®™(s) — Ji (Rer) = ®11~(Rer)
. 1 - - 1

the normalized minimum expected sum energy (NMESE)nich approaches infinity because from Lemimabg, — oo
Jk (Rett) as the expected sum energy per slot for transmitting, e — 0. Subsequently, we assunié > 2. From Re-

Rert nats per slot. That is, mark(2, the state diagram for the case without relaying can be
obtained from Figl13. Suppose that the NMESE " Ref)
Jk (Rett) = iE7 [J1.1(s1|K slot)] (18) is poundedas Yerune = 0. Then in the optimal policy, we
K claim that the transition from system stéf€, 1) to (K +1,T)

) o occurs with zero probability. Otherwise, if the transitmecurs
where Jy1(s1|K slotg emphasizes that the minimum exyith strictly positive probability, the contribution of ¢henergy
pectt_—zd_ sum energwl,l(sl_) is for a K—slot system, and to transit to the system statgs + 1,T) is 1~1(BR)/3P.
the initial system state i, = (y1,bi) where by = gjnce the SNRs are independent over slots, the expected
(K Ref, K ler). For the case of no relaying, we denote itgnergy incurred isp,E[/~"(BY)], and it goes to infinity as
NMESE as Ji “*(Req). Since relaying requiresd > 2, Yerune — 0. Thus, the transition to system stat& + 1, T)
clearly Ji (Ref) = J;° " Ret). cannot occur. This implies that the transition frgi — 1, 1)

For K = 1,2, we obtain the following respective closedto (K, 1) cannot occur as well (see Fig. 3 assuming there is

Proof: We prove the two parts separately. We will need
mal2 in AppendixD for part (i).



no system state in Phase 2). The state diagram forifh&dot is not obvious if the NMESE is bounded given ordgusal
system thus reduces to tli& — 1)-slot system. By repeating CSL Given only casual CSlI, the channels in the future are
the same arguments that the state transition fidml) to not known in advance, and based on Theokém 3, it turns out
(k + 1, T) cannot occur for decreasing = K — 1,---,1, thatitis difficult to effectively exploit the time diversif the
we are left with the state diagram of a one-slot system. Balhannels. In fact, given simply a one-slot-look-ahead C&l,

we have shown that/}° ®s) = 00 as e — 0. By assuming the CSI of the present and the next slot is known, is
contradiction,/7° ®®(Reg) is unboundeds virune — 0. sufficient for the NMESE to be bound@drhis reinforces the

(i) It is sufficient to show that a power allocation policyfact that causality plays an important role in the boundedne
that achieves a bounded expected sum energy exists. Fieftthe NMESE.

consider K = 2. We use the followingheuristic power  On the other hand, relaying can exploit spatial diversitgrov
allocation Policy S transmits in the first slot with power different nodes to give a bounded expected energy. This is
p1 = I” (Fer) If 430 > ~3R thenD can decode the because the SNRs dffferentlinks are available in the present

max{7;°,7;R}" . . .

message and so the transmission terminatesyif < 3R, slot, Wh'F:h. can be used gffectwe_ly. For example, consider

thenR can decode the message whileaccumulates mutual the heuristic power allocation policy proposed in the proof
of Theorem B, which gives provably bounded expected sum

information of amountkR™ = I (I='(Ref)73° /7). In the ; _ : . R
second slot, the stronger node$br R transmits with power energy. This power alloca}t()]rszfgllcy exploits fg?giljg?/

po = LB 1) sich thaD reliably decodes the message!™ POt slotsto givep; = m andpz = ko my -
The e?%xé{gﬁegzsam energy of this policy is then given by in contrast, consider the following naive power” allocation

scheme with relaying ove' = 2 slots:S transmits such that
E [p1] + E [p2|° < 737 R decodes the message in the first slot, tReransmits in the
I~ (Ret) I (Rer) . - second slot. Although the advantage of cooperative regpyin
< [m} {m‘% <M } (via spatial diversity) can be exploited in the second dlue,
e T2 expected energy in the first slot is unboundedygg,. — 0
Y (Rer) (E 1 +E 1 (corresponding to a one-slot system). Thus, exploiting the
eff max{y5P, yRP} max{75P, 7XP} spatial diversity overonly one slotappears insufficient in a
— 27 (Reg) ®o. (23) relaying system. _
So far, we restrict the study on the boundedness of the
Here, the inequality is becaug#" > 0 and/~!(-) is an in- NMESE for the Rayleigh distribution, by using the truncated
creasing function, the first equality is due to the indepede exponential distribution and lettingt;unc — 0. In the next
of the SNR, and the second equality is because the averagetion, we generalize the proof technique used in thisosect
SNRs are the same over slots. By Lemimha 2 in Appehdix By arbitrary channel distributions.
®, is bounded asyunc — 0. As the optimal policy achieves
at most the same energy &sl(23),:(s) and its expectation g Arpitrary Channel Distributions

J2(Fer) are also bounded. We consider an arbitrary channel distribution with the same

Next, considetil’ > 3. For the first( K —2) slots, we can use . . .
. . ; assumption that channels over different links and slots are
any power allocation policy that gives a bounded expected su . " o
. ) independent. Theoreld 4 gives conditions to determine if the
energy, e.9.S transmits at some fixed power. For the last twi

o . -NMESE is bounded. Without loss in generality, we assume
slots, we employ the above heuristic power allocation D'Ohtihat all average SNRs are the same, i.e., the channels.dre i.i
for K = 2 to deliver the remaining mutual information . e ' '

: . : . : over links and slots.
This policy, and hence the optimal policy, achieves a bodnde Theorem 4:Suppose that the SNRs for different links

expected sum energy fat > 3. .~ and slots are i.i.d. with cumulative density function (CDF)
'I_'heorerrEB gives the fundamental advantage of using rﬁ'('y),y > 0. Then the following holds for the NMESE:
laying compared to no relaying, from the perspective of """ . =0 relay _ _ _
minimizing energy. If no relaying is used, we must therefore(') Without reIay_mg.JK (Retr) is bounded if and only if
accept some probability that the destination cannot beegerv 21 = E[1/~] is bounded. _
in Rayleigh-fading channels in practice. If relaying is dise (if) With relaylglg: R“éK(Re“) is bounded if ¢, =
however, the destination can always be served. E [1/ max(y°°,~4"?)] is bounded.
Consider the case of no relaying. Intuitively, K = 1, Proof: (i) “Only if” part: Following part (i) of the proof
the expected sum energy is expected to be unbounded @fidheoreniB, it can be easily verified thatlif is unbounded
to the lack of channel diversity. Ik > 2, TheorenB states IN general for any CDF, thed,, (Rer) is unbounded.
that the NMESE is unbounded, even with an optimal policylf” Part: We allocate power such thab reliably decodes
This may be surprising because under the assumptioritthat the message in the first slot. This incurs an expected energy

CSlis available, the NMESE is in fact bounfledHence, it Q‘;Oq:ellgfl(Ref_f)a which is bounded if®; is bounded. Thus
I "™ Reg) is also bounded.

4We give a sketch of the proof. We use the suboptimal powecatilon
policy that allocates all the energy to the slot with the émtgSNR to deliver all 5To show this, we use the (suboptimal) power allocation sehehat
bits to the destination. It can be shown, say by the use ofreddstatistics, allocates no energy for the fir6k — 2) slots. Then we deliver all information
that the expected energy is bounded. Hence, the optimatypalust also in the last two slots. In the last two slots, full CSI is avalg so we can
achieve a bounded expected energy. achieve bounded NMESE.



(i) Suppose we use the heuristic policy in part (ii) of théounded by®, of the second channel. From part (i) of
proof of Theoreni 3. Fron{(23), the expected sum energy Theorem[B (the “only if’ part),®, of the Rayleigh fading
upper bounded b1 (Ref)®2. If @5 is bounded,/x (Rer) channel is always bounded. Thud, of the Rician fading
must also be bounded. B channel is also bounded. By part (i) of Theoréh 4, the

Theorem# clarifies thaf; and @, that depend only on NMESE with relaying is bounded.
the channel distribution are the key parameters for checkin (iii) First, consider the case of no relaying. Suppose 0.
if the NMESE is bounded. As an application, we assunihen the PDF of the SNR is@ntralchi-squared distribution.
that each link SNRy follows the noncentral chi-squared PDFBy direct integration, we obtaift[1/y|A = 0] = ﬁ £
with degree of freedomy > 0 and non-centrality parametergcentral - o, Thus, the NMESE is bounded without relaying.
A > 0. Without loss of generality for determining whether theyow suppose\ > 0. From [26, Theorem 1], the generalized
NMESE is bounded, let the mean B&)] = v. Thus, the CDF  Marcum Q-functionQ(a, b) is strictly increasing i/ and
of v is [24] a for all @ > 0 and M,b > 0. It follows from (24) that

. _ E, (v;v,\) < F,(v;v,0). We say that the random variable

Fa(viv,0) =1= Qo (\/X’ ﬁ) RELCY W?tE] A > 3 (call?t('yl) fir;t-order stochastically dominateke
where Qu(a,b) = [ a(z/a)M-te=@*+a)/21  (qz)dy random variable withy = 0 (call it 55). From decision theory
is the generalized Marcum Q-function ahg_, (-) is the mod- [27], it is known thatiZ[u(1)] > E[u(y2)] for any increasing
ified Bessel function of ordel/ — 1. Note that we can obtain (utility) function « if ~, first-order stochastically dominates
the noncentral chi-squared distribution via= S°_, |X;[2 72: Substitutingu(y) = —1/~ then givesE[1/y|A > 0] <
where X, -, X, are complex independent Gaussian varfe§™"" Since we have shown thé="" < oo, it follows that
ables (not necessarily of zero mean or of the same variandgl)./71|A > 0] < co. Finally, with relaying the NMESE must
wheres = v/2 is a positive integer [24]. We can view this@/S0 be bounded (by explicitly allocating no power to theyel
as the SNR distribution after maximal-ratio combining (MRCaS @ suboptimal policy). This completes the proof. ~ ®
of the received signals fromindependent Rayleigh or Rician Part (i) of Corollary[2 shows that if more than one
fading channelg24]. This distribution reduces to the Ryl independent channels are present for SNR combining, the
fading channel if = 2 and A\ — 0, and to the Rician fading inherent diversity present is sufficient for the NMESE to be
channel ifv = 2 and\ > 0. bounded, even without relaying. Intuitively, parts (i) afigl

Corollary 2: Suppose that the SNRs for different linksCorollary [2 suggest that Rayleigh and Rician channels do
and different slots are i.i.d. and each follows the CDRot have sufficient diversity and relaying is still necegsar

Fy2(v;v,\),~ > 0. Then the following hold for the NMESE: Thus, even a strong-line-of-sight signal component (inatic
() Rayleigh fading channel7™ relay(Reﬁ) oo for K> 1 channels) is not sufficient for energy-efficient communiaoag
- K sl

and Jx (Reft) < oo for K > 2 and so some form of diversity technique is still useful.
e .

(i) Rician fading channelj}‘("_re'ay(Reﬁ) — oo for K > 1
and J (Reit) < oo for K > 2. V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

(iii) Noncentral chi-squared channel where = 2s and ) ] )
s € {2,3,-}h J?(o relay(Reﬁ) < oo for K > 1 and Closed-form solutions cannot be easily obtainedor 3

T (Reft) < o0 for K > 2. @n general, as explained ir_1 _Sectl@]]-D. Neverthelesssmeu_

ical computation of the minimum sum energy can be obtained
sing Theoreni]2 by discretizing the state space of the causal
Sl sy = (v, BR, BP) for all system states. To this end,

we discretize BY and BP to take values in the sef =

{0 to Rex in discrete steps oA}. Next, we employ a Monte

Carlo approach to compute the expectations in the Bellman

Igquations; the computational complexity of this approach i

of the Rician fading channel is given by,:(y:2,\) = small compared to the alternative approach of discretimati

e~ (/21 (/37) /2. Since Io(-) is an increasing function of the Ii_nk SNRS'}% and their probability spaces. Th_at is,
and Io(0) = 1 [25], e 2 fexp() < Fe (732, 2) for 4 > 0. we obtain Ngj, independent realizations of;, - - - ,yx with

distribution [I2) where each link SNR follows the POEI(17).
—\/2HEXP x? EXP x? )
Thgseth ot s @%_ ,I threcl;ll_ andq;l P%e:()teml/ﬂt_ Then we perform a backward recursion of the Bellman’s
under theé exponential and chi-square S, fespec 'Veé}ﬁuation withk initialized as K. For our numerical results,

From part (i), the NMESE is unbounded for Rayleigh fading/ tA = 0.01 and Ne — 5000. Specificall f
channels. By part (i) of Theorefi 4 (the “only if’ part),th(:'e ?gllowing .ste;l:' sim - Speciiically, we perform

OEXP 5 0, and hencedy — oo too. Using part (i) of
i .o Use [I1B) to computely, 4, (s) for eachg¢, € {1,2},
Theorem# (the “if” part), we conclude that the NMESE is P I ’
( ™" pary, w . I BR BP € B, and for each realization of. If k = K,

unbounded for Rician fading channels. . diatel
Next, we sketch the proof for the case of relaying. We V(;E can usel(11a) Immediately. £ th )
associate the SNR of a Rician fading channel with the SNR*® tain - an approan_atlon of the expectation
E,, [Jr, ¢ (s)] by averaging over aHyy.

of a Rayleigh fading channel with the same non line-of-sight R he f it d db
component. Clearly®, of the first channel is always lower ° epeat the first two steps withdecremented by one.

Proof: We prove the three parts separately.

() The PDF of the Rayleigh fading channel is given b
the exponential PDHexp(y) = e‘V/z/Q. This PDF is also
obtained by the truncated exponential PDF w‘/( ne — 0.
From Theoren13, we have already obtainBl " Re) —
oo for K > 1 and Jx (Ref) < oo for K > 2.

(i) First, consider the case of no relaying. The PD
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remains bounded as

Yigunc 90€S to zero
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Fig. 5. Normalized minimum expected sum energy to delngrf nats per Fig- 7. A comparison of the normalized expected sum energysjoe per
slot per channel use ovéx slots. Relaying andrunc = 102 channel use oveK slots at different simulation conditions, assumifginc =
10~ 10, A heuristic policy that is guaranteed to achieve a boundeeed
sum energy is included for comparison.

20 T T T

NMESE as (i) K = 1 is increased tak = 2 without relay,
(ii) relay is added forK = 2, and (iii) K = 2 is increased to
K = 5 with relay. We also include a heuristic power allocation
policy proposed in the proof of Theordm 3 faf = 2, which
is shown to achieve bounded sum energy eveny@k. — O.
In this scheme wherd& = 2, S uses the minimum power to
transmit in the first slot such th& or D decodes the message;
if only R decodesS or R that has the stronger link t®
transmits such thad can decode the message. From Eig. 7,
the NMESE of the heuristic policy is close to the optimal
scheme especially at smdtks. To achieve a good complexity-
-10 L2 : : : performance tradeoff, other heuristic policies for diffier K

0 0.5 1 15 2 . ) :

R, per slot (nats) can also be devised and compared against the optimal schemes

presented here.

Fig. 6. Normalized minimum expected sum energy to delﬂeﬁ nats per
slot per channel use ovét slots. No relaying andiyunc = 1073.

expected network energy per slot (dB)

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider the problem of energy minimiza-

We assume the SNRs are i.i.d. over different links and sldien of a slotted relay system that guarantees data delivery
according to the truncated exponential PDF with averagesSNRithin a deadline, assuming the availability of causal CSI.
750 = ARD — 3SR — 1: thus, any energy incurred may beWe have obtained analytical solutions and provided comiti
taken as normalized with respect to the average SNR. \OB which the expected sum energy is bounded. Our results
use the same SNR truncation thresheld.. = 1072, Fig.[3 indicate that if full CSI is available, or if the channel is
shows the NMESE/ (Reft) defined in [(IB) for variouss. sufficiently rich in diversity, then the expected energyuieed
The improvement is significant initially wheR is increased, is bounded. However, the expected energy becomes unbounded
but less so at largeK. Our system setup may be consideredl only causal CSI is available (as is typical in practice)

a worst-case scenario, since typicaiyis located somewhere and if the channel is not sufficiently rich in diversity, such
betweenS and D which implies that7°® < ~RP and as Rayleigh and Rician channels that are representative of
7°P < 5°R. Nevertheless, the NMESE is still reduced whewireless channels. To make the expected energy bounded,
compared with Figl 16 where no relay is used. For example advanced relaying with adaptive power allocation is neagss
Ret = 1 nat, the reduction is more thandB and0.5 dB for Thus, we provide an alternative viewpoint of the advantdge o
K =2 and K = 5, respectively. relaying from the energy-efficient perspective.

To investigate the effects of approaching a Rayleigh-fadin An interesting future direction is on the analysis of the
channel, we reduce the SNR threshold@.. = 10~!°. From advantages of relaying in multi-user and multi-carrierteys
Fig.[d, we see that the NMESE is almost unaffected if relayirfgpm the energy-efficient perspective, compared to the case
is used, while the NMESE clearly increased if no relaying iwhere no relaying is used such as[inl[28]. As the exact arsalysi
used. Fig[l7 also highlights the significant progressivgpdno appears challenging, further asymptotic analysis is ndede
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to yield insights. The development of heuristic policieshwi px_1(s) = px—1 and the se{px(s'),Vs'}, is then given by
provably good performance may also yield further insigbts f

2 . Jr—

practical implementation. K-1.0(8) . Ey o [pic|d,s]
= min 1t Ky s ,S

(i1 (5) o 3D vs) e a(e)T O PK

APPENDIXA
= i _ ]E ’ gl ‘ 5
PROOF OFLEMMATI] pKElgl)zopK LB, LK(sglew(s/)pK i }
We first prove that there is no loss of optimality if only = Wit pr—1+Eg s [Jxe(s))@,s].

Pr—1(s)>0

In general, letJ, 4(s) denote the minimum expected sum
£nergy for slotk until slot K in ProblemP1 given phasep
and causal CH. Repeating the proof similarly for decreasing

either S or R transmits in_each slok in Phase 2, where

K+1 <k < K and K satisfies the constrainf(6b).

Considery?P > 4R Suppose the optimal power allocatio
* Rx . Sx ifi

pPr = pa*, ] satlsﬁeSp > 0 andpy* > 0. A necessary

condition forpj to be optimal is that it satisfies the constramlf , 1, we obtain[11b) for alk: € K\ K. Finally, if

(@d). By construction, we choose the non negative poweq?§ T the constralnl[(:ab) is satisfied and so it is optimal that
P — (p %) wherepl® — 0 and p$ — p 5 4 pREARD /4SD P = 0, hence we obtaif {IlL.c). By backward recursion until
P55 Re RD © Fep “F SRR TE k=1, we obtain; 1 (s), which is the minimum expected sum

Sincep* P +pR*yRP = p242P+pRARP| p,. satisfies the con- \ :
straint ’EE:’; i.e.kthlkspk % gf]:aasiblie “olution to Probledin. €neray for all slots since the system must start in Phased. Th
optimal policyn™* that achieved ;(s) is clearly given by the

Now, we write pi + pi{ = pp* + pi* > /2" < p2" + " : - :
since$® > 72, and sopy, achieves a smaller sum energ)power allocation that solves the backward recursive equosti

than p;. By contradiction,p; is not optimal. Hence, it is APPENDIX C
optimal that onlyS or R transmits. The case of?® < /RP DERIVATION OF (L9)-(22)

imi H i D _ ~RD
can be prpvedRsmSnlarIy. F|naIIy,RconsS|dq|§ = Tk Any We obtain [[IP) from [1da) since the first slot equals
non-negative(py, pz), such thatp; + py is fixed, does not : . .
affect the constraint nor the objective function. Hencelass thg last slot and r_elaymg s not possible, "ﬁ‘”d.We ob-
) tain (20) by applying Corollary[]J1. The derivation for

is incurred if pR* = 0 or p3* = 0. Now, given that only ' - . :
one node transmits, we complete the proof of Leniiha 1 ”]GED follows by direct substitution and algebraic manipu-

it is optimal for the stronger node to transmit. The proof lons. The derivation fOFFFDQZ) follows from the distri-
butlon of ¥ = max{y°P,4RP}, which can be expressed
is by contradiction: suppose only theeaker nodewith a s f(0) = 2F(2) = 2Pr(y%0 <R < —
strictly smaller SNR to the destination transmits, thenghar a FW F_ Oa o F r( T VF I) f_
power needs to be allocated to satisfy the constraint (Guk Taw Heo (@) Fypo (2) = frso(@)Fyeo (2) + fymo (2)Fyso () for

. : : : here Fx () denotes the CDF oK. After some
| I e., a strictly suboptimat@o * = Terune: Wherelx :
implies a smaller sum energy, i.e., a strictly suboptimai@o algebraic manipulations, we gét, as in [22).

allocation.
APPENDIXD
APPENDIX B AN ASYMPTOTIC RESULT
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[]] From [21) and[{2R2), we can express
We use the Bellman's principle of optimality to solve @1 = &1(7°°, Yerunc) (26)
ProblemP1 recursively, starting from slat = K until k£ = 1 Dy = &(7°°, 7%, trunc) (27)

[20]. It is useful to refer to the state diagram in F[d. 3, _sp _RD

Given causal CSk; in slot k, 1 < k < K, let the sub- 107> 7" >0, where we denote

Eolicy coniisting of the power allocation of slots- - - , K, &1(z,e) =exp (e/x)Eq (e/x) Jx (28)

Se 7;%:(5]:)4-:1 {(pk(;(k)’ézﬁg_)llgsglEQ% h ’pK(SK)) - O7VSi © 52(1'73/1 6) = 51 (:Ea 6) + 51 (y7 6) - gl(HM(‘Tvy)a 6) (29)
Consider the last slotk in Phase¢ e {1,2} given fore > 0andz > 0, whereE, (z) = I eXP(—t)/lt_dt is

causal CSls. The minimum energy incurred for sidt in the exponential integral andM(z,y) = (1/z+1/y)" is the

ProblemP1, where the optimizing variable jsx (s) = px, is harmonic mean of andy. _ .
Lemma 2:For smalle, we have the following asymptotic

Jrke(s)= min  pg. (25) results:
' pr(s)ETK(S) 1/, ¢
€)=—— (7" +log(—) )+ O(el 30
The constraint[(8b) intx (s) is active onlyfor the last slof SAC x (’Y ©8 (:C)) (clog(c)) (30)

and so is equivalent tB?. . | < 0, i.e., the state must transit to _ 1 ( E) 1 Y
(K +1,T). From [9b), vl\iglgeBlD( < I(pr3P) if ¢ =1, and &2(2,9,€) = x log | 1+ Y + Y log (1 + :v) + Ofelog(€)).
BY. < I(pxAk) if ¢ = 2. Thus,Jk 4(s) can be obtained by (31)
(113) for slotK . Next, consider the next-to-last slot= K —1

in Phasep € {1,2} given causal CSk. We denote the next
phase that the slot will transit into ag and the next causal 1 — 00 (32)

, . _ -SD 1 5RD
CSl ass’. The minimum expected sum energy for skot— 1 By _> log ( N Yﬁ) L ee (1 3 ) < .(33)

where~’ is the Euler’s constant. ASyun. — 0, we have

and slotK in ProblemP1, where the optimizing variables are



Proof: We use the asymptotic results thatp(e) = 1 +

e+0O(e?) andE; (¢) = —y'—log e+ O(¢) [25, Section 5.1.11]
for small ¢, to obtain [3D) and[(31) after some algebraic
manipulations. Since-log(e) — oo and elog(e) — 0 as

e — 0, clearly®; and®, given in [26) and[(27), respectively,
approach their respective bounds in Lenima 2.
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